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Background

Chapter 1 of Title I of the Augustus F. Hawldns-Robert T. Stafford Elementary and Secondary
School Improvement Amendments of 1988 (which amended the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act of 1965) provides financial assistance to:

improve the educational opportunities of educationally deprived children by
helping such children succeed in the regular program of the local educational
agency, attain grade-level proficiency, and improve achievement in basic and
more advanced skills.

Part A of Chapter 1 provides funds for programs operated by local educational agencies
(LEAs). The local educational agencies are primarily school districts, a. d are referred to in this
document as such, rather than by the more awkward term local educatio, tal agency.

The rationale for providing these funds to school districts is given in Section 1001 of the law:

In recognition of ... the special educational needs of children of low-income
families and the impact of concentrations of low-income families on the ability of
local educational agencies to provide educational programs which meet such
needs ... Congress declares it to be the policy of the United States to ... provide
financial assistance to State and local educational agencies to meet the special
needs of such educationally deprived children at the preschool, elementary, and
secondary level.

School districts may use Chapter 1 funds to provide a variety of services for students at the
preschool through secondary level. Section 1011 provides the authority for a range of activities,
including:

El Purchasing equipment, books, other instructional material, and school library
resources;

0 Employing special instructional personnet, school counselors, and other pupil
services personnel;

0 Employing and training education aides;

O Paying bonuses to teachers for senices in schools serving project areas;

O Training teachers, librarians, other instructional and pupil services personnel;

O Constructing, where necessary, school facilitieg

0 Funding parental involvement activities, including involvement in program
design and implementation, volunteer or paid participation in school activities,
and programs to improve parents' capacity to improve their children's
learning; and

0 Planning and evaluating Chapter 1 programs and projects.



Chapter 1 contains a supplement not supplant provision (Section 1018(b)) which states that a
state educational agency or other State agency in operating its State level programs or a local
educational agency may use funds received under this chapter only to supplement and, to the
extent practicable, increase the level of funds that would, in the absence of such Federal funds,
be made available from non-Federal sources. (Districts and Statesmay, however, exclude
special local and state programs which have similarpurposes as Chapter 1 when determining
compliance with Section 1018(b).) Section 1018(c) contains a comparability of services
requirement which states that a district "may receive funds only if State and local funds will be
used in the district of such agency to provide services which, taken as a whole, are at least
comparable to services being provided in areas in such district which are not receiving funds..."
The ways in which compliance with these provisions is determined is compleg however, the goal
is fairly simple: to ensure that Chapter 1 provides something extra, while not penalizing districts
and States which provide their own extra funding for similar services to similar students.

Data Sou= The Schools and Staffing Survey

The Schools and Staffing Survey (SASS) is an integrated survey of public and private schools,
school districts, school principals, and teachers sponsored by the National Center for Education
Statistics (NCES) of the U. S. Department of Education. The base year SASS survey, which was
conducted in the 1987-88 school year, provided the data for this report. The survey included
52,000 teachers in 9,300 public schools and 13,000 teachers in 3,500 private schools in all 50
states plus the District of Columbia. Response rates ranged from 863 percent to 94.2 percent
for public schools and from 76.9 percent to 81.2 percent for private schools. For this report, we
used only data from public schools.

While the SASS survey was not designed specifically to address questions about the Chapter 1

program, respondents were asked whether or not students in their schools were served by
Chapter 1 programs. The SASS Public School Questionnaire (LEAs) provides information
about the number of students receiving Chapter 1 assistance, the number of students eligible for
free or reduced price lunch programs, and the total number of students in eachschool. We
used this information to determine which schools had Chapter 1 programs and to determine the
poverty level of the school, using the percent of all children in each school who were eligible for
free or reduced price lunch as the poverty indicator.

The Public School Questionnaire provides information on the types of special programs in the
schools and on the numbers of students served in these programs, thc number and type of staff
employed, and the number of volunteers who work in the schooL

The Public School Teacher Questionnaire provides information including the teachers' education
and employment background, the size of their classes, and whether they receive specialpay
incentives. The teachers questionnaires can be linked to the school questionnaires, allowing
analysis of teachers by school characteristics.
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Questions Addressed

We used the SASS data to determine the extent to which children in public high and low
poverty srlools receive similar services and levels of support, and whether Chapter 1 public
schods appear to have more services and support than similar non-Chapter 1 schools. We
would like to make it clear that we are not addressing the issues of comparability and
supplanting with these analyses. Comparability and supplanting are State and district level
issues, and cannot be addressed by this national survey.

We are addressing far more basic questions, related to general and not necessarily correct
impressions about the Chapter 1 program. When most people think about Chapter 1 schools,
they assume that they are poor schools with some type of extra service. As is clear from prior
analyses (see, for example, Anderson, 1992), Chapter 1 does not serve only poor schools. The
analyses in this paper are intended to determine whether Chapter 1 schools at each poverty
level, nation-wide, provide students something extra, or whether State and local programs have
contributed to an equalization of services. While the latter condition would be positive, since it
would result in a larger number of needy children being served, it would mean that Chapter 1
funding does not necessarily translate into extra services for educationally deprived studentsa
factor which must be considered when evaluating the effectiveness of the Chapter 1 program.

The specific questions addressed include:

What services are offrred in Chapter 1 and non-Chapter 1 schools?

C3 Do Chapter 1 schools serve a larger proportion of their students in such
traditional Chapter 1 areas as remedial reading and math?

ID Are Chapter 1 schools more likely to employ specia, instructional personnel,
school counselors, other pupil services personnel, and education aides?

Ej Are Chapter 1 schools more Mcely to have volunteers than non-Chapter 1
schools?

Do Chapter 1 schools have a lower student-teacher ratio than non-Chapter 1
schools? A lower student-staff ratio?

C] What is the average class size in Chapter 1 and non-Chapter 1 schools?

CI Are teachers in Chapter 1 schools more likely to report receiving special
bonuses for working in high priority locations?

1:3 Are teachers in Chapter 1 schools more likely to receive training than teachers
in non-Chapter 1 schools?

Methodology

In order to help ensure that any differences we found were not influenced by differences in
school poverty levels, we grouped the Chapter 1 and non-Chapter 1 schools into low, medium,
and high poverty categories. We used the percent of students who were eligible for free or
reduced price
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lunch as the school poverty indicator, with schools classified as follows:

O Low Poverty: 0 to 20 percent of students eligible for free or reduced price
lunch;

O Medium Poverty: 21 to SO percent eligible; and

O High Poverty: 51 to 100 percent eligible.

Within each section, we examine the differences between poverty levels before examining
differences between Chapter 1 and non-Chapter 1 schools. Thisensures that our comparisons
more accurately reflect the influence of Chapter 1 monies.

Only public schools are included in this analysis and separate analyses are provided for
elementary and secondary schools. The school level is based on schools' self-identification.
Secondary schools include middle schools, junior high schools, and senior high schools.
Although the phrase secondary schools is sometimes used for the sake of brevity, in all instances
the phrase is referring to middle schools, junior high schools, and senior high schools. The
appendix contains information on the numbers of schools included in the analysis.

The peicentage of schools which fall into the high poverty category decreases from elementary
to middle/junior high/senior high school. There may be several causes for this:

O There may be a "regression to the mean" effect whereby, as elementary
schools are consolidated into junior high and senior high schools, the average
poverty decreases;

Students in higher grades may be reluctant to identify themselves as being
eligible for the special lunch programs; or

c] At the higher grades, the poorest students may have dropped out of school.

All of the figures in this report are based on samples of districts or of schools. Therefore, some
details in the tables may not add to equal the totals. Also, if a different sample had been used to
calculate the figures, the estimates might be higher or lower. In most cases, the percentage
estimates will vary by plus or minus 4 percentage points or less. In some cases, however, there is
greater variability. This is particularly true for high poverty middle/junior high/senior high
schools. We have noted whenever there is a large amount of variability (that is, whenever the
standard error exceeds 2.0). Standard errors are provided in the appendix.

We generally highlight only those findings where the difference between two groups is 5
percentage points or more. Whae some differences of less than 5 percentage points were
statistically significant, we generally did not feel that theywere large enough to highlight in the
discussion.

In response to the question concerning class size, some teachers responded with very high
numbers. We interpreted these responses to be misinterpretations of the questions and/or
errors and when calculating average class sizes, we eliminated from the calculations all
responses greater than 60 students (see Table 9, page 23). The students-teacher ratios and the
students-staff ratios are the average of the ratios for each school in the designated school
poverty level and Chapter 1 status group. The ratios are based on full-time equivalent (FIE)
teachers and staff, rather than actual headcounts in order to adjust for part-time employees.

- 4
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What Special Prognms are Offered in Chapter 1 and Non-Chapter 1 Schools?

Most (71 percent) elementary schools provide Charter 1 services, but only slightly more than
one-third of the middle/junior high/senior high schools do so. (See Table 1.) Both at the
elementary and secondary level, however, high poverty schools are more likely to have Chapter
1 services than are medium or low poverty schools.

The most common special program in elementary and secondary public schools is instruction for
the handicapped (mentally retarded, specific learning disabled, physically handicapped, and
other handicapped students). Eighty-nine percent of the elementary schools and 94 percent of
the middlefjunior high/senior high schools provide such programs. In addition, most schools
(more than 70 percent) offer:

Remedial reading (i.e., organized compensatory, diagnostic, and remedial activities
designed to correct and prevent difficulties in the development of reading skills);
Programs for the gifted and talented (i.e., activities designed to permit gifted and
talented students to further develop their abilities); and
Diagnostic and prescriptive services (i.e., services provided by trained professionals
to diagnose learning problems of students and to plan and provide therapeutic or
educational programs based upon such services).

More than one-half of the elementary and secondary schools offer remedial mathematics
(i.e., organized compensatory, diagnostic, and remedial activities designed to correct and
prevent difficulties in the development of math skills), and more than one-third offer English
as a second language (i.e., students with limited English proficiency are provided with extensive
instruction in English). More than one-half of the middle/junior high/senior high schools offer
vocational or technical programs (i.e., instruction designed to provide students with
occupational skills needed for work), but a very small percent of the elementary schools offer
such programs.

Figure 1
Percent of Elementary Schools Offering the Most

Common Special Programs, by Poverty Level
There are significant differences
between the percent ofelementasy
schools in the low and high poverty
levels that offer the various special
programs (see Figure 1). More
high poverty elementary schools
offer:

Bilingual serviceg

Remedial math; and
Remedial reading.

On the ether hand, more low
poverty elementary schools offer:

Programs for the gifted and
talented; and
Diagnostic services.
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Within the high poverv elementary schools, the schools with Chapter 1 programs do differ from
those without Chapter 1 programs. (See Table 2; Figure 2.) High poverty Chapter 1 schools are
much more likely than high poverty schools without Cliapter 1 (differences of 14 percentage
points or more) to have remedial reading and remedial math; and are somewhat more likely (a
difference of 7 percentage points) to have programs for the handicapped and programs for the
gifted and talented. They are slightly less likely to have extended day or before- or after-school
day-care programs (the difference is only 5 percentage points).

Figure 2
Percent of High Poverty Elementary Schools Offering

the Most Common Special Programs, by Chapter 1 Status
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The standard errors for the percent of secondary high poverty schools offering each service or
program are too high to make valid comparisons with the low poverty schools. The same is true
for the breakout of Chapter 1/non-Chapter 1 secondary schools by poverty levels.
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Table 1
Percent of Schools with Special Programs, by School Poverty Level

Part 1: Elementary Schools

Program Poverty Level
Lep Medium

Bilingual 16% 18%
English as a Sec. Lang. 39% 29%
Remedial Reading 79% 84%
Remedial Math 51% 55%
Handicapped 87% 90%
Gifted & Talented 83% 76%
Voc. Technical 3% 4%
Diagnostic 77% 72%
Extended Day 22% 13%
Chapter 1 53% 77%

Number of Schools 16,627 17,680

High Total

33% 21%
38% 35%
85% 82%
63% 56%
90% 89%
66% 76%
4% 3%

67% 72%
19% 18%
86% 71%

11,670 45,976

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senlor High Schools
.1!)N1111=SII

Program 12nraLesi

Bilingual 16% 19%
English as a Sec. Lang. 42% 30%
Remedial Reading 79% 78%
Remedial Math 70% 66%
Handicapped 94% 95%
Gifted & Talented 72% 73%
Voc. Technical 74% 65%
Diagnostic 76% 70%
Extended Day 4% 4%
Chapter 1 30% 43%

Number of Schools 13,253 8,536

28% 19%
37% 37%
80% 79%
63% 68%
95% 94%
70% 72%
64% 69%
68% 73%
7% 5%

61% 39%

3,593 25,383

- 7



Table 2
Percent of Schools with Special Programs, by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

NOM

Part 1: Elementary Schools

Program TANI Poverty _Idsdimalsasm
1 6

Total
1 6,

Bilingual 13% 19% 16% 24% 33% 36% 21%
English as a Sec. Lang. 35% 45% 26% 42% 38% 38% 35%
Remedial Reading 90% 67% 89% 66% 87% 73% 82%
Remedial Math 63% 38% 60% 41% 66% 47% 56%
Handicapped 89% 85% 91% 88% 91% 83% 89%
Gifted & Talented 83% 83% 77% 74% 67% 60% 76%
Voc. Technical 3% 2% 4% 3% 4% 3% 3%
Diagnostic 79% 75% 71% 74% 67% 62% 72%
Extended Day 19% 27% 12% 20% 18% 23% 18%
Chapter 1 100% 0% 100% 0% 100% 0% 71%

Number of Schools 8,815 7,811 13,686 3,944 10,040 1,630 45,976

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Program Low Poverty
No

_Ifirsdhuaftemax
Yes

High Poverty Total
Yes

Bilingual 19% 15% 23% 16% 33% 21% 19%
English as a Sec. Lang. 42% 41% 30% 30% 40% 31% 37%
Remedial Reading 91% 74% 89% 71% 89% 67% 79%
Remedial Math 76% 67% 69% 65% 68% 56% 68%
Handicapped 95% 93% 93% 96% 96% 92% 94%
Gifted & Talented 75% 71% 74% 72% 76% 61% 72%
Voc. Technical 71% 75% 56% 72% 58% 72% 69%
Diagnostic 80% 74% 74% 67% 70% 65% 73%
Extended Day 6% 4% 6% 4% 7% 7% 5%
Chapter 1 100% 0% 100% 0% 100% 0% 39%

Number of Schools 3,952 9,302 3,675 4,862 2,182 1,412 25,383

NOTE "Yes" indicates that the school has Chapter 1 serviceg
"No" indicates that it does not.

W
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What Percent of Students are Served in Special Programs?

Although nearly three-fourths of the elementary schools and one-third of the middle/junior
high/senior high schools have Chapter 1 programs, only 15 percent of elementary students and 6
percent of secondary students are served by the programs. (See Table 3.) As might be
expected, Agnificantly more students in high poverty schools are served in Chapter 1 programs
than are students in low poverty schools:

More than a quarter (28 percent) of elementary school students in high poverty
schools are served in Chapter 1 programs, compared to 7 percent in low poverty
schools; and
Eighteen percent of the students in high poverty middle4unior high/senior high
schools are served by Chapter 1, compared to 3 percent in low poverty schools.

Also of interest is the question "How many of the students in schools which do receive
Chapter 1 monies are receiving Chapter 1 services?" The figures are lower than one might
expect. (See Table 4; Figure 3.) In autpter 1 high poverty schools, where we find the highest
proportion of educationally needy students, only about one-third of the students (32 percent at
the elementary level and 30 percent at the secondary level) are in Chapter 1 programs. At low
poverty Chapter 1 schools, the percent of students receiving Chapter 1 services is significantly
lower (13 percent of the elementary students and 12 percent of the middle/junior high/senior
high students).

Figure 3
Percent of Students in Chapter 1 Schools Served in Chapter 1 Programs, by Poverty Level
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Overall, the percent of students served by each type of demetuary school special program is
small. Chapter 1 services reach the largest proportion of elementary students (15 percent) and
remedial reading programs are the second most common (serving 12 percent of elementary
students). There are differences between schools at the different poverty levels:

Elementary students in high poverty schools are more than twice as likely to receive
remedial reading services than are their counterparts in low poverty schools.
They also arc more lilcely to receive remedial math, bilingual, and English as a
second language services than are their counterparts in low poverty schools.

However, there are not significant differences in the proportion of elementary students
receiving services for the handicapped, gifted and talented, diagnostic, or extended day.

These patterns of differences occur within Chapter 1 elementary schools, but within
non-Chapter 1 elementary schools there are not statistically significant differences between the
poverty levels.

Middleljunior highlsenior high schools' vocational or technical programs provide service to more
students than any other special program at secondary public schools. Aboutone-quarter of
secondary school students participate in such programs. There are no significant differences
between the proportion of students at low, medium, and high poverty schools in vocational or
technical programs (the figure for high poverty non-Chapter 1 schools is larger, but has a large
standard error and, therefore, is not a significant difference).

Most other special programs at middle4unior high/senior high schools also are provided to
approximately the same proportion of students in high, medium and lowpoverty schools. The
exception (in addition to Chapter 1) is remedial reading:

*Middle/junior high/senior high students in high poverty schools are somewhat more
likely to receive remedial reading services than are secondary students in low
poverty schools.

Further, students in high poverty secondary schools with Chapter 1 programs are more likely
than students in high poverty secondary schools without Chapter 1 to receive remedial reading
services. This is the only significant difference between Chapter 1 and non-Chapter 1

middle/junior high/senior high schools.
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Figure 4
Percent of Students Served in Special Programs, by Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status
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Figure 4, continued
Percent of Students Served tri Special Programs, by Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

Services for the Handicapped Gifted and Talented
25%

20%

15%

10%

5%

0% 0%
Law Wass High Lew Ilsdkom e taw Wass Mph Uwe Medium HO

EleftirlintEMIZZI SZVidaPMAZ Elemontatync=s SecondarftreckVa
peamy Paw"

lii
11 Chapter 1111 No Chapter' 1 MI Chapter 1E No Chapter 1

Vocational and Technical Diagnostic Services
35%

30%

25%

20%

15%

10%

5%

0%
Law Medium NO Law Msdlum MIgh

ElreInt:71§CM SPecadall7§0M

ei Chapter i No Chapter 1

'This figure has a standard error of 2.7

2514

20%

15%

10%

5%

0%

13%

Lsw Medium MO Law Medium High
Paw*/ Paw/ Pamir Poe*/ Poe/ Powsly

II Chapter 1111 No Chapter 1



Table 3
Percent of Students Served in Special Programs, by School Poverty Level

Pars-7itdary chools

Mir= ove Level
TotalHigh

Bilingual 1% 2% 10% 4%
English as a Sec. Language 1% 2% 7% 3%
Remedial Reading 8% 11% 18% 12%
Remedial Math 4% 6% 12% 7%
Handicapped 6% 7% 7% 7%
Gifted! & Talented 7% 6% 5% 6%
Voc. Technical 0% 1% 1% 1%
Diagnostic 10% 11% 12% 11%
Extended Day 2% 1% 3% 2%
Chapter 1 7% 14% 28% 15%

Number of Students 6,964,275 7,255,857 5,498,049 19,718,181

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Program Poverty LevelM---Tvr-11-----1lETotal
Bilingual 1% 2% 4% 1%
English as a Sec. Language 1% 2% 5% 2%
Remedial Reading 6% 11% 16% 9%
Remedial Math 6% 8% 10% 7%
Handicapped 6% 7% 9% 7%
Gifted & Talented 8% 6% 7% 7%
Voc. Technical 24% 22% 25% 24%
Diagnostic 9% 11% 13% 10%
Extended Day 0% 0% 1% 1%
Chapter 1 3% 6% 18% 6%

Number of Students 10,494,235 5,354,953 2,259,210 18,108,398
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Table 4
Percent of Students Served in Special Programs, by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

ementary

Bilingual
English/ Sec. Lang.
Remedial Reading
Remedial Math
Handicapped
Gifted & Talented
Voc. Technical
Diagnostic
Extended Day
Chapter 1

Number of
Students

1% 1%
1% 1%

11% 6%
6% 2%
7% 6%
6% 8%
0% 0%

11% 10%
2% 3%

13% 0%

3,543,159 3,421,116

unior emor

Program --LIBLPSIOUL

2% 2% 11% 7% 4%
2% 4% 8% 5% 3%

12% 8% 18% 15% 12%
1% 5% 13% 7% 7%
TA 7% 7% 6% 7%
5% 7% 4% 6% 6%
1% 1% 1% 0% 1%

11% 10% 12% 8% 11%
1% 2% 3% 3% 2%

18% 0% 32% 0% 15%

5,584,677 1,671,180 4,717,235 'i80,815 19,718,181

Medium Poverty High Poverty Total
Na Yes No

Bilingual 1% 1% 2% 1% 5% 4% 1%
English/ Sec. Lang. 2% 1% 2% 2% 7% 3% 2%
Remedial Reading 8% 6% 12% 10% 19% 11% 9%
Remedial Math 6% 5% 8% 8% 12% 8% 7%
Handicapped 7% 6% 7% 7% 8% 9% 7%
Gifted & Talented 8% 8% 6% 7% 7% 7% 7%
Voc. Technical 23% 24% 20% 24% 22% 31% 24%
Diagnostic 11% 8% 11% 11% 12% 13% 10%
Extended Day 1% 0% 1% 0% 1% 1% 1%
Chapter 1 12% 0% 15% 0% 30% 0% 6%

Number of
Students 2,910,278 7,583,956 2,182,933 3,172,020 1,384,071 875,139 18,108,398

NOTE: "Yee indicates that the school has Chapter 1 services;
"No" indicates that it does not.
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What Types of Staff are in Chapter 1 and Non-Chapter 1 Schools?

The question of who teaches educationally needy children has received much attention recently
and critics of Chapter 1 have suggested that schools with Chapter 1 programs make greater use
of teacher aides than do other schools. The overwhelming majority of all public elementary
schools do have teacher aides (91 percent). (See Table S.) And, more high poverty schools
report employing teacher aides than do low poverty schook

Almost all (96 percent) high poverty elementary lichools employ teacher aides; while
Slightly fewer medium poverty schools (92 percent), and
Fewer still low poverty elementary schools (88 percent) report the same.

However, there is virtually no difference between Chapter 1 and non-Chapter 1 schools at
either the high, medium, or low poverty level. (So Table 6.)

There are few differences regarding other types of staff. About two-thirds of the elementary
schools have librarians; about one-half have guidance counselors; and slightly less than one-half
have other professional staff such as curriculum specialists, administrative and business staff,
and social workers. High poverty elementary schools are somewhat more likely to have
counselors, but are slightly less likely to have librarians.

However, high poverty schools are much less likely to have volunteers.

Eighty-one percent of the low poverty schools have volunteers providing services,
compared to 69 percent of the high poverty schools.

Within Chapter 1 schools, the pattern of fewer volunteers is the same as for all schools:

High poverty Chapter 1 schools are less likely to have unpaid volunteers than are
low poverty Chapter 1 schools (69 percent and 76 percent, respectively).

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

Figure 5
Percent of Elementary Schools with Selected Type of Employees, by Poverty Level

Counselors

Low Poverty

Aides

Medium Poverty
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Middle /junior highlsenior high schools have somewhat different staffing patterns. Secondary
schools, compared to elementary schools, are more likely to have:

Counselors (92 percent of secondary schools versus 52 percent of elementary
schools); and
Librarians and other professional media staff (91 versus 78 r, rcent).

They are less likely to have volunteers (39 versus 76 percent).

Teacher aides are employed by 81 percent cf the middle4unior high/senior high schools and
there is virtually no difference across poverty levels. (See Figure 6.) Slightly more low poverty
Chapter 1 secondary schools have teachers aides than do the low poverty non-Chapter 1
schools, but the difference is very small at the medium poverty level and the standard errors
are too high to draw conclusions about teachers aides at high poverty Chapter 1 versus
non-Chapter 1 schools.

There are only two differences by poverty levellow poverty secondary schools are more likely
than are high poverty secondary schools to have:

Counselors (95 versus 88 percent) and
librarians (92 versus 85 percent).

Only about one-third (39 percent) of the middle/junior high/senior high schools reported that
they have unpaid volunteers providing services at their school. The standard error was too high
to reliably make any conclusions about differences in the proportion of low and high poverty
secondary schools with unpaid volunteers.

Figure 6
Percent of Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools with Selected Type of Employees,

by Poverty Level
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Table 5
Percent of Schools with Different Type of Staff,

by School Poverty Level

Ilan 1: ElemennuFOrls

TypeofSi
Meal= Total

Principals 100% 100% 100% 100%
Teachers 100% 100% 100% 100%
Counselors 49% 53% 56% 52%
Librarians 81% 78% 74% 78%
Other Prof. 49% 43% 48% 46%
Aides 88% 92% 96% 91%
Other Non-Instr. 82% 82% 83% 82%
Volunteers 81% 75% 69% 76%

Number of Schools 16,627 17,680 11,670 45,976

rart 2: 'kidi or Or UM, sn,

0 tau overty
w Me Total

Principals 100% 100% 100% 100%
Teachers 100% 100% 100% 100%
Counselors 95% 91% 88% 92%
Librarians 92% 93% 85% 91%
Other Prof. 53% 47% 47% 50%
Aides 80% 81% 82% 81%
Other Non-Instr. 80% 81% 83% 81%
Volunteers 40% 40% 33% 39%

Number of Schools 13,253 8,536 3,593 25,383
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Table 6
Percent of Schools with Different Type of Staff,
by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

Part 1: ementary drools

Type of Staff --Leag5=1 airslimaZuggs High Poverty Total

Principals 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Teachers 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Counselors 49% 48% 53% 54% 55% 60% 52%
Librarians 80% 81% 79% 75% 75% 71% 78%
Other Prof. 49% 48% 43% 44% 47% 55% 46%
Aides 88% 87% 92% 91% 96% 96% 91%
Other Non-Instr. 82% 81% 82% 83% 83% 83% 82%
Volunteers 76% 86% 74% 78% 69% 63% 76%

Number of Schools 8,815 7,811 13,686 3,944 10,040 1,630 45,976

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/ Senior HIgb Schools

Type of Staff __Lar.Pracuty_ Medium Poverty _Map= Total

Principals 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Teachers 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Counselors 93% 95% 90% 91% 86% 91% 92%
Librarians 94% 91% 94% 92% 85% 85% 91%
Other Prof. 57% 50% 47% 46% 50% 44% 50%
Aides 83% 78% 83% 81% 84% 79% 81%
Other Non-Instr. 80% 80% 85% 78% 83% 83% 81%
Volunteers 38% 40% 38% 41% 36% 30% 39%

Number of Schools 3,952 9,302 3,675 4,862 2,182 1,412 25,383

NOTE "Yes" indicates that the school has Chapter 1 service%
*No" indicates that it does not.,
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Do Chapter 1 Schools Have Lower Student to Staff Ratios Than Non-Chapter 1 Schools?

The fact that high poverty schools more frequently employ aides than do low poverty schools
does not necessarily mean that they hire fewer teachers and, therefore, have higher student to
teacher ratios. In fact, average student to teacher ratios do not differ significantly by school
poverty levels (see Table 7; Figure 7):

At the elementary level, the average student-teacher ratios for low and high poverty
schools are 18.9 and 19.0, respectively; and
At the secondary level, it is 16.7 for both groups.

When all staff (principals, teachers, counselors, librarians, aides, and all other professional and
non-instructional staff) are included in the ratio, however, high poverty schoolsseem to fare
better than low poverty schools:

The average ratio of students to staff member for low poverty schools (12.4 for
elementary and 12.0 for secondary) is slightly higher than that of high poverty
schools (11.5 for elementary and 11.4 for secondary).
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Student to Teacher and Student to Staff Ratios, by Poverty Level
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In addition, Chapter 1 schools have slightly lower student-teacher ratios than non-Chapter 1
schools (see Figure 8). In elementary schools:

The difference is largest between high poverty Chapter 1 schools (18.8) and high
poverty non-Chapter 1 schools (20.8);
Medium poverty Chapter 1 schools also have a fairly large difference (18.7 versus
19.6); and

The average ratio for low poverty Chapter 1 schools (182) is smaller than for low
poverty non-Chapter 1 schools (19.6).

The pattern is similar in middle/junior high/senior high schools:

High poverty Chapter 1 schools have 16.4 students per teacher, compared to 17.0 in
non-Chapter 1 high poverty schoolg
For medium poverty schools, the student-teacher ratios are 15.8 for Chapter 1
schools versus 16.9 for non-Chapter 1 schools; and

The ratios for low poverty Chapter 1 and non-Chapter 1 schools are 15.8 and 17.1,
respectively.
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Figure 8
Student to Teacher Ratios, by Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status
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The same patterns of differences occur in the student to staff ratio, but the differences are not
generally as large as those of the student to teacher ratio.
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Table 7
Student-Staff Ratios, by School Poverty Level

uPi7TITIZ emeir-r-S-larychoo

111111=16,

lype Of Staff

Teachers
All Staff

Poveey Level
Low Medium Hip....L_Fotal

18.9 18.9 19.0 18.9
12.4 12.1 11.5 12.0

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Type of Staff

Teachers
All Staff

Totall

16.7 163 16.7 16.6
12.0 11.6 11.4 11.8

Table 8
Average Student-Staff Ratios, by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

art ementary Se11003

Type of Staff
Yes _No

Teachers
All Staff

Medhnn Poverty
Yes No _Yes _No

Total

18.2 19.6 18.7 19.6 18.8 20.8 18.9
11.9 12.9 11.9 12.6 11.3 12.5

Part 2: Middle/Junior lligh/Sols

12.0

Type of Staff Low PILMIX-
Yes No

Medium Poverty _Iligkri&Lay_
Yes No Yes Ma_

Teachers
AU Staff

Total

15.8 17.1 15.8 16.9 16.4 17.0 16.6
11.3 12.3 112 12.0 11.1 11.9 11.8

NOTE "Yes" indicates that the school has Chapter 1 services;
"No" indicates that it does not.
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What is the Average Class Size in Chapter 1 and Non-Chapter 1 Elementary Schools?

Student to teacher ratios do not necessarily reflect the average class size of a school. Some
teachers may provide special services to very small groups of students (e.g., severely
handicapped students or home-bound students); others may provide itinerant supplemental
services and not have their own classes. Therefore, the average class size for the typical student
may be considerably different from the student-teacher ratio. Nationwide, there are about 19
teachers for every student in elementary school. but the average dass size for self-contained
classes is 23 students.

When we look at self-contained classes in Chapter 1 and non-Chapter 1 elementary mhools
combined, there are not significant differences between the average class size in low, medium,
and high poverty schools (see Table 9; Figure 9.)

However, for Chapter./ schools only, the class size is slightly larger in high poverty schools:

The average class size in high poverty Chapter 1 elementary schools is 23.2,
compared to 22.2 in low poverty Chapter 1 elementary schools.

In non-Chapter 1 schools, we fmd the oppositethe class size is slightly larger in low poverty
schools.
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Even with these differences, high poverty schools are virtually the same, whether they have
Chapter 1 programs or not:

There is no significant difference between the average class size of Chapter 1 high
poverty schools (23.2) and that of non-Chapter 1 high poverty schools (23.3).

It is important to note, however, that in many instances Chapter 1 services are provided in
"pull-out" rather than self-contained classes. When we look at the percentage of elementary
classes that are self-contained classes, we find that there are differences between Chapter 1 and
non-Chapter 1 schools at the high poverty lievel (see Table 10):

High poverty Chapter 1 teachers i.re more Rely to have class types other than
self-contained than are high pow ty schools without Chapter 1 programs .

Table 9
Average Class She, SelfCvntalned Elementary School Classes Only,

by School Powrty Level and Chapter 1 Status

Poverty Level 'Pipe of School Total
t5pteri No

Chapter 1

Low 22.4 24.2 23.2
Medium 23.4 23.5 23.4
High 23.2 233 232

NOTE: All responses of more than 60 students were excluded from the calculations.
We excluded 22 such cases, or 02 percent of the cases with self-contained class size
reported. Another 148 mcs did not contain class size.

Table 10
Percent of Elementary School Teachers Who Teach in Self-Contained Classes

by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

Poverty Level Type of School Total
aP er

Chffter 1

Low 80% 81% 81%
Medium 81% 85% 82%
High 83% 90% 84%



Are Teachers in Chapter 1 Schools More Likely to Report Receiving Special Bonuses?

The percent of teachers who reported that they are receiving a special pay incentive for working
in a high-priority location (e.g., an inner city school) Ls so small that the differences betveen the
different poverty levels are minuscule (see Table 11):

Three percent of the teachers in high pvcrty elementary schools and 2 percent of
the teachers in high poverty middle4unior high/senior high schools report that they
are receiving such a pay bonus;

Compared to 1 percent of their counterparts in low and medium poverty schools.

These differences must be viewed with great caution, however, since they are based on small
numbers of teachers.

The number of teachers in the survey sample within Chapter 1 versus non-Chapter 1 schools
was, in most instances, too small to use.

4.1111111.

Table 11
Percent of Teachers Receiving Special Pay Bonuses

by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

Poverty Level Thn of School Total
ulapter 1 NO

Chapter 1

Elementary Schools

Low
Medium
High

1%
3%

1%
1%
3%

Middle/Junior High/ Senior High Schools

Low 1%
Medium
High 2%

1%
1%

1%
1%
2%

Sample size of respondents too small to report.
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Are Teachers in Chapter 1 Schools More Likely to Report Receiving Training?

Roughly one-third of public school teachers reported that they !mil taien some education or
teaching related in-service or college courses requiring 30 or more hours of classroom study
during the last two school years. (See Table 12.) There are virtually no significant differences
between teachers in schools at the different poverty levels, or between teachers in Chapter 1
and non-Chapter 1 schools. The largest difference, only 4 percentage points, does occur for
high poverty elementary schools, but not in the expected direction. While 36 percent of the
teachers at Chapter 1 high poverty elementary schools reported receiving training, more of the
teachers at high poverty non-Chapter 1 schools (40 percent) reported receiving training.

Table 12
Percent of Teachers Receiving Training,

by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

Poverty Level Type of School Total
umpter r No

Chapter 1

Elementsty Schools

Low 34% 35% 34%
Medium 36% 36% 36%
High 36% 40% 37%

Middle/Junior High/Senlor High Schools

Low 31% 34% 33%
Medium 35% 36% 35%
High 35% 35% 35%

)7
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Conclusions

Services

Most public elementary schools (71 percent) offer Chapter 1 services, and 15 percent of all
public school elementary students are receiving Chapter 1 services. The figures for
middle/junior high/senior high schools are lower, with one-third of the secondary schools
providing Chapter 1 services and only 6 percent of all public secondary school students receiving
Chapter 1 services. Even when we look at only those schools which do provide Chapter 1
services, most of their students are not in Chapter 1 programs. In Chapter 1 high poverty
schools, where we find the highest proportion of educationally needy students, about one-third
of the students (32 percent at the elementary level and 30 percent at the secondary level) are in
Chapter 1 programs.

In terms of the level of diagnostic and remndial programs offered, the major differences occur
between the different poverty levels:

High poverty elementary schools are more likely to offer remedial math and
remedial reading; but
More low poverty elementary schools offer diagnostic services.

Although a larger percentage of the students in high poverty schools receive remedial reading
and math services than do their counterparts in low poverty schools, the percentage of students
receiving diagnostic services is about the same. In addition:

High poverty elementary schools are twice as hicely to have bilingual education as
low poverty schools and they serve a much higher proportion of their students in
bilingual programs.
Within high poverty schools, we found that more Chapter 1 schools have remedial
reading and math programs than do non-Chapter 1 schools and they vtuve a slightly
larger proportion of their students in these programs.

On the other hand, low poverty schools are most hicely to have programs for the gifted and
talented. However, Chapter 1 high poverty schools are more likely to have gifted and talented
programs than are non-Chapter 1 high poverty schools. Despite these differences in the
number of schools offering such programs, the proportion of students in gifted and talented
programs is about the same for all types of schools.

Staffing Issues

Although we did find that high poverty elementary schools are more likely to employ teaching
aides, we did not find that Chapter 1 schools are more likely than non-Chapter 1 schools to do
so. In addition, we did not find that the student to teacher ratios were higher in high poverty
schools. This indicates that

Even though they may be more likely to hire teacher aides, high poverty schools are
not hiring fewer teachers than low poverty schools.

In fact, it appears that the high poverty schools have more staff than the low poverty schools.
The student to all staff ratios (including all types of professional and non-professional, and
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instructional and non-instructional staff) are slightly lower at high poverty schools, both at the
elementary and secondary levels. In terms of Chapter 1 versus non-Chapter 1 schools:

Schools with Chapter 1 programs have lower ratios (both for teachers and all staff)
at all poverty levels.

Chapter 1 high poverty elementary schools have a ratio of 18.8 students per teacher and 11.3
students per staff member, compared to 20.8 students per teacher and 12.5 students per staff in
non-Chapter 1 high poverty schools.

However, the lower stt dent to teacher/staff ratios translate into very small differences in class
sizes:

For all elementary schools combined, the average sizes of self-contained classes in
high and low poverty schools do not differ at all (both are 23.2).
In addition, at the high and medium poverty levels, Citapter 1 and non-Chapter 1
schools have virtually the same class size.

Only at low poverty schools is there a difference Chapter 1 low poverty schools have the
smallest average class size (22.4) and non-Chapter 1 low poverty schools have the largest
average class size (242) of any type of school.

The absence of differences may be, in part, due to the fact that high poverty Chapter 1 schools
are more likely to have class types other than self-contained than are high poverty schools with
no Chapter 1 programs.

A very small percentage of teachers reported that they are receiving a special pay incentive for
working in a high-priority location. There were not significant differences between the poverty
levels or between Chapter 1 and non-Chapter 1 schools. Similarly, there were no significant
differences in the percent of teachers reporting that they had taken some training during the
last two years.

In summary, most of the notable differences we found were between poverty levels rather than
between Chapter 1 and non-Chapter 1 schools. Only in high poverty schools did we find that
Chapter 1 schools were more likely than non-Chapter 1 schools to offer special programs. In
terms of the percentage of students receiving special services, however, the differences were
very small. While Chapter 1 monies are supplemental, it may be that State and local funding is
providing additional supplemental services which reduce the differences between Chapter 1 and
non-Chapter 1 schools. Or, students in Chapter 1 schools may be receiving more intensive
services.

Chapter 1 does seem to make a difference in terms of the number of staffa school hires.
Chapter 1 schools have lower student to teacher and student to staff ratios. They do not,
however, have significantly smaller self-contained class sizes. This may be because Chapter 1
teachers provide services in pull-out classes.

Finally, it does not aprtar that Chapter 1 monies are being used to any major extent to provide
special bonuses or training. Teachers in Chapter 1 schools are not significantly more likely to
receive special bonuses or training than are their counterparts in non-Chapter 1 schools.
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Table A-1
Weighted Public School Counts

School Level =MLevel

dium High Total

Elementary
Middle/Junior high/
Senior high
Combined*
Other*

Total

16,627 17,680 11,670 45,976

13,253 8,536 3,593 25,383
907 1,566 1,034 3,507

1,048 1,252 935 3,235

31,835 29,034 17,233 78,101

These categories of schools are not included in the Rnalyses for this report.

NOTE: Poverty information was not available for an estimated 460 schools.

Table A-2
Unweighted Public School Counts

School Level Pove Level
Total:um

Elementary 1,367 1,549 954 3,890
Middle/Junior High/
Senior High 1,890 1,091 449 3,443
Combined* 144 277 170 594
Other* 159 133 102 399

Total 3,560 3,050 1,675 8,326

These categories of schools are not included in ihe analyses for this report.

NOTE: Poverty information was not available for 41 schools.



Table A-3
Weighted Public School Counts

School Level TwPoverty Medium Poverty High Poverty

Yss_.-Itig--Y-03--110 X25 Ea

Elementary 8,815 7,811 13,686 3,994 10,040 1,630
Middle/Junior High/
Senior High 3,952 9,302 3,675 4,862 2182 1,412
Combined* 542 365 1,193 373 786 248
Other* 506 542 667 585 515 420

Total 13,815 18,020 19,221 9,813 13,522 3,710

These categories of schools are not included in the analyses for this report

NOTE: "Yes" indicates that the school has Chapter 1 service%
"No" indicates that it does not.

Table A-4
Unweighted Public School Counts

School Level Low loam _MediuraPow,rtm High Poverty

Elementary 716 651 1,201 348 831 123
Middle/Junior High/
Senior High 556 1,334 445 646 264 185
Combined" 96 48 215 62 132 38
Other* 63 96 64 69 50 52

Total 1,431 2,129 1,925 1,125 1,277 398

These categories of schools are not included in the analyses for this report.

NOTE: "Yes" indicates that the school has Chapter 1 service%
"No* indicates that it does not.
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Table A-5
Weighted Numbers of Schools with Special Programs

Part 1: Elementary Schools

Program yviverty livel
10 I -.II

Bilingual 2,627 3,110 3,885 9,622
English as a Sec. Lang. 6,548 5,185 4,438 16,170
Remedial Reading 13,154 14,783 9,922 37,860
Remedial Math 8,511 9,771 7,352 25,634
Handicapped 14,439 15,926 10,500 40,865
Gifted & Ta..ented 13,821 13,434 7,723 34,977
Voc. Technical 446 689 411 1,546
Diagnostic 12,800 12,689 7,762 33,252
Extended Day 3,720 2,375 2,185 8,280
Chapter 1 8,815 13,686 10,040 32,541

Number of Schools 16,627 17,680 11,670 45,976

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Program

Bilingual 2,156 1,647 1,007 4,805
English as a Sec. Lang. 5,513 2,55k 1,324 9,390
Remedial Reading 10,434 6,691 2,887 20,012
Remedial Math 9,252 5,667 2,274 17,193
Handicapped 12,407 8,094 3,401 23,902
Gifted & Talented 9,600 6,208 2,514 18,322
Voc. Technical 9,754 5,543 2,289 17,586
Diagnostic 10,041 6,002 2,435 18,478
Extended Day 583 383 263 1,229
Chapter 1 3,952 3,675 2,182 9,808

Number of Schools 13,253 8,536 3,593 25,:

3 3
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Table A-6
Weighted Numbers of Schools with Special Programs

Part 1. Elementary Schools

Program Low PovertY Mak= High Poverty Total

Bilingual 1,170 1,458 2,171 939 3,301 583 9,622
English/Sec. Lang. 3,062 3,486 3,491 1,694 3,818 620 16,170
Remedial Reading 7,945 5,210 12,154 2,630 8,741 1,182 37,860
Remedial Math 5,551 2,960 8,151 1,620 6,591 761 25,634
Handicapped 7,817 6,621 12,425 3,502 9,151 1,348 40,865
Gifted & Talented 7,336 6,485 10,497 2,937 6,749 974 34,977
Voc. Technical 297 149 581 108 369 42 1,546
Diagnostic 6,973 5,827 9,720 2,969 6,747 1,015 33,252
Extended Day 1,650 2,071 1,581 795 1,805 380 8,280
Chapter 1 8,815 0 13,686 0 10,040 0 32,541

Number of Schools 8,815 7,811 13,686 3,994 10,040 1,630 45,976

1111111111

Part 2. Middle/Junior High/Senlor High Schools

Program Low Poverty Medium Povertx High Poverty Total

Bilingual 741 1,4:' 5 844 798 716 292 4,805
English/ Sec. Lang. 1,663 3,850 1,115 1,437 882 442 9,390
Remedial Reading 3,582 6,851 3,254 3,438 1,939 948 20,012
Remedial Math 2,987 6,264 2,526 3,141 1,487 787 17,193
Handicapped 3,738 8,669 3,418 4,676 2,102 1,299 23,902
Gifted & Talented 2,956 6,643 2,723 3,486 1,648 865 18,322
Voc. Technical 2,799 6,954 2,067 3,476 1,273 1,016 17,586
Diagnostic 3,14E 6,893 2,726 3,275 1,523 913 18,478
Extended Day 252 330 202 181 161 102 1,229
Chapter 1 3,952 0 3,675 0 2,182 0 9,808

Number of Schools 3,952 9,302 3,675 4,862 2,182 1,412 25,383

NOTE: "Yes" indicates that tLe school has Chapter 1 services;
"No" indicates that it does not.
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Table A-7
Weighted Number of Students Served in Special Programs

Part 1: Elementary Schools

Poverty Level
Totaltow Medium Hi

Bilingual 59,519 158,462 565,605 783,586
English as a Sec. Lang. 79,750 170,136 406,420 656,306
Remedial Reading 589,338 832,894 979,117 2,401,349
Remedial Math 276,870 470,470 646,914 1,394,254
Handicapped 439,862 510,286 358,211 1,308,359
Gifted & Talented 487,256 401,268 250,698 1,139,222
Voc. Technical 28,720 51,817 34,860 115,397
Diagnostic 715,060 770,219 644,555 2,129,834
Extended Day 154,724 105,330 138,261 398,315
Chapter 1 469,292 1,026,333 1,517,421 3,013,046

Number of Students 6,964,275 7,255,857 5,498,049 19,718,181

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Scho3ls

INW111Program Pove revel
e um Total

Bilingual 79,961 84,357 98,720 263,038
English as a Sec. Lang. 127,010 98,486 120,027 345,523
Remedial Reading 674,412 568,117 366,450 1,608,978
Remedial Math 595,207 419,912 234,505 1,249,625
Handicapped 661,611 393,732 194,388 1,249,732
Gifted & Talented 836,533 346,104 159,848 1,342,485
Voc. Technical 2,494,457 1,192,679 569,365 4,256,502
Diagnostic 925,368 587,131 284,454 1,796,952
Extended Day 45,521 19,540 27,201 92,262
Chapter 1 344,078 334,378 414,722 1,093,178

Number of Students 10,494,235 5,354,953 2,259,210 18,108,398
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Table A4
Weighted Number of Students Served in Special Programs

Part 1, Elementary Schools

Program Low Poveal.. Poverty High Poverty Total_Medium

Bilingual 29,641 29,878 119,697 38,765 510,727 54,878 783,586
English/ Sec. Lang. 40,863 38,888 109,332 60,804 364,010 42,409 656,306
Remedial

Reading 375,021 214,317 696,052 136,842 863,574 115,543 2,401,349
Remedial Math 194,956 81,915 389,258 81,212 590,249 56,665 1,394,254
Handicapped 240,581 199,281 392,134 118,153 310,101 48,110 1,308,359
Gifted &

Talented 216,975 270,282 283,615 117,654 204,308 46,390 1,139,222
Voc. Technical 11,738 16,981 43,402 8,416 32,066 2,794 115,397
Diagnostic 382,073 332,987 595,785 174,435 581,932 62,622 2,129,834

Extended Day 57,603 97,121 65,602 39,728 117,872 20,389 398,315
Chapter 1 469,292 0 1,026,333 0 1,517,421 0 3,013,046
Number of
Students 3,543,159 3,421,116 5,584,677 1,671,180 4,717,235 780,815 19,718,181

Part 2. Middleaunlor High/Senior High Schools

Program Low Poverty Medium Poverty HighLugly_ Total
Yes No Yes No Yes No

Bilingual 33,252 46,709 45,552 38,805 67,300 31,421 263,038
English/Sec. Lang. 50,461 76,549 47,932 50,554 90,270 29,757 345,523
Remedial

Reading 235,991 438,420 266,017 302,099 269,322 97,128 1,608,978
Remed ial Math 186,285 408,923 174,662 245,250 162,990 71,515 1,249,625
Hand icapped 196,584 465,027 163,613 230,120 116,335 78,054 1,249,732
Gifted &

Talented 232,042 604,491 137,684 2,08,420 95,015 64,833 1,342,485
Voc. Technical 679,813 1,814,644 428,288 764,391 301,890 267,476 4,256,502
Diagnostic 331,646 593,722 241,548 345,583 167,887 116,567 1,796,952
Extended Day 19,751 25,770 13,995 5,545 14,494 12,708 92,262
Chapter 1 344,078 0 334,378 0 414,722 0 1,093,178
Number of
Students 2,910,278 7,583,956 2,182,933 3,172,020 1,384,071 875,139 18,108,398

NOTE: "Yes" indicates that the school has Chapter 1 services;
"No" indicates that it does not.
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Table A-9
Weighted Numbers of Schools with Various Types of Staff

Part 1: Elementary Schools

Program Poverty Level
Low Medium Hi1 Total

Principals 16,627 17,680 11,670 45,976
Teachers 16,627 17,680 11,670 45,976
Counselors 8,072 9,348 6,508 23,928
librarians 13,389 13,861 8,687 35,937
Other Prof 8,125 7,571 5,583 21,279
Aides 14,574 16,226 11,199 41,999
Other Non-Instr. 13,559 14,537 9,640 37,736
Volunteers 13,450 13,259 8,005 34,714

Number of Schools 16,627 17,680 11,670 45,976

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Principals 13,253 8,536 3,593 25,383
Teachers 13,253 8,536 3,593 25,383
Counselors 12,573 7,733 3,152 23,458
Librarians 12,128 7,934 3,062 23,123
Other Prof. 6,964 3,970 1,706 12,640
Aides 10,587 6,952 2,949 20,487
Other Non-Instr. 10,571 6,893 2,975 20,439
Volunteers 5,255 3,410 1,241 9,866

Number of Schools 13,253 8,536 3,593 25,383
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Table A-10
Weighted Numbers of Schools with Various Types of Staff

Part 1. Elementary Schools

Program -142/.2220711X- Medium Poverty Poverty Total__ash

Principals 8,815 7,811 13,686 3,994 10,040 1,630 45,976
Teachers 8,815 7,811 13,686 3,994 10,040 1,630 45,976
Counselors 4,360 3,712 7,209 2,139 5,533 975 23,928
Librarians 7,088 6,300 10,851 3,009 7,537 1,150 35,937
Other Prof. 4,337 3,788 5,826 1,745 4,683 899 21,279
Aides 7,778 6,796 12,581 3,645 9,638 1,562 41,999
Other Non-Instr. 7,221 6,338 11,218 3,319 8,290 1,350 37,736
Volunteers 6,708 6,742 10,149 3,110 6,977 1,028 34,714

Number of Schools 8,815 7,811 13,686 3,994 10,040 1,630 45,976

Part 2. Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Program Low Poverty Medium Poverty Hish Poverty_ Total

Principals 3,952 9,302 3,675 4,862 2,182 1,412 25,383
Teachers 3,952 9,302 3,675 4,862 2,182 1,412 25,383
Counselors 3,693 8,880 3,298 4,435 1,873 1,280 23,458
Librarians 3,708 8,420 3,458 4,476 1,857 1,204 23,123
Other Prof. 2,268 4,696 1,744 Z225 1,032 624 12,640
Aides 3,291 7,296 3,032 3,920 1,840 1,108 20,487
Other Non-Instr. 3,169 7,403 3,114 3,779 1,805 1,170 20,439
Volunteers 1,513 3,741 1,395 2,015 776 425 9,866

Number of Schools 3,952 9,302 3,675 4,862 2,182 1,412 25,383

NOTE: "Yes" indicates th the school has Chapter 1 services;
"No" indicates that it does not.
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Table A-11

Weighted Number of Teachers Receiving Special Pay Bonuses,
by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

Poverty Leiel Type of School Total
urapter 1 No

Chapter 1

Elementary Schools

Low 2,469
Medium 2,174 3,482
High 6,807 7,435

Middle/Junior High/ Senior High Schools

Low
Medium
High

1,560

1,694

3,800 5,360
1,378 2,487

2,747

Sample size of respondents too smad to report.

Table A-12
Weighted Number of Teachers Receiving Training,

by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

1101111.,

Poverty Level INipe of School Total

Chaar.1

Elementary Schools

Low 66,141 57,484 123,625
Medium 107,163 29,022 136,185
High 81,740 13,143 94,883

Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Low 52,772 135,257 188,029
Medium 44,2241 81,642 103,822
High 24,873 16,309 41,182



Table A-13
Standard Errors for the Percent of Schools with Special Programs,

by School Poverty Level

Part1: Elementary Schools

Progtam Poverty Level

Bilingual 12 1.0 1.6 0.6
English as a Sec. Lang. 1.6 1.0 1.9 0.8
Remedial Reading 1.3 0.9 12 0.6
Remedial Math 1.3 1.2 13 0.7
Handicapped 1.3 1.0 12 0.6
Gifted & Talented 1.1 1.0 1.8 0.7
Voc. Technical 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.3
Diagnostic 1.6 1.2 1.8 1.0
Extended Day 1.4 1.0 1.2 0.7
Chapter 1 1.1 0.9 1.6 0.7

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senlor Illgb Schools

Program Poverty Level
'TotalLow Medium Hi2h

Bilingual 0.9 1.0 2.5 0.7
English as a Sec. Lang. 1.1 1.7 3.0 0.9
Remedial Reading 0.9 12 2.5 0.7
Remedial Math 0.8 1.6 2.8 0.8
Handicapped 0.7 0.8 0.9 03
Gifted & Talented 1.1 1.3 2.0 0.9
Voc. Technical 1.2 1.6 2.7 0.9
Diagnostic 1.0 1.5 2.6 0.7
Extended Day 03 0.6 12 0.4
Chapter 1 0.9 1.5 3.0 0.8
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Table A-15
Standard Errors for the Percent of Students Served in Special Programs,

by School Poverty Level

Part 1: Elementary Schools

Program Poverty Level

Bilingual 02 0.2 0.8 02
English as a Second

Language 0.1 0.2 03 0.1

Remedial Reading 0.3 0.3 0.6 0.3

Remedial Math 02 0.4 0.7 02
Handicapped 02 0.1 0.2 0.1

Gifted & Talented 02 0.3 0.3 0.1

Voc. Technical 0.1 02 0.2 0.1

Diagnostic 0.7 0.6 1.0 0.4
Extended Day 02 0.1 0.3 0.1

Chapter 1 0.3 0.3 1.0 0.4

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Program _Poverty Level
TotalLow Medium High

Bilingual 0.1 02 03 0.1
English as a Second

Laignage 0.1 0.2 0.6 0.1

Remedial Reading 0.2 0.4 0.8 0.2
Remedial Math 02 0.4 0.7 02
Handicapped 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.1
Gifted & Talented 0.3 0.3 0.7 0.2
Voc. Technical 0.6 0.9 1.4 0.4
Diagnostic 0.4 0.7 1.4 0.4
Extended Day 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1

Chapter 1 02 0.3 1.6 0.3

l'2
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Table A-16
Standard Errors for the Percent of Students Served in Special Programs,

by School Poverty Level

.11MMIIIIM

Part 1. Elementary Schools

Program Low Poverty Medium Poverta
Yes *

High Poverty
No *

Bilingual 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.9 1.7
English/Sec. Lang. 02 02 0.3 0.4 0.5 1.6
Remedial Reading 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.8 0.6 1.5
Remedial Math 0.4 02 0.4 0.8 0.8 0.9
Handicapped 0.2 0.2 02 0.4 02 0.5
Gifted & Talented 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.8 0.3 1.0
Voc. Technical 0.1 02 02 0.2 0.2 0.3
Diagnostic OS 1.0 0.7 12 0.1 1.3
Extended Day 02 02 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.5
Chapter 1 0.5 0.0 0.4 0.0 1.0 0.0

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Program Low Poverty
Yes No

Medium Poverty
Yes No

High Poverty

Bilingual 0.3 0.1 0.3 02 0.7 1.1
English/ Sec. Lang. 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.3 0.9 0.7
Remedial Reading 0.6 02 0.7 0.7 1.1 1.0
Remedial Math 0.4 0.2 0.5 0.5 0.9 1.0
Handicapped 02 0.1 0.2 02 0.3 0.7
Gifted & Talented 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.8 1.5
Voc. Technical 1.1 0.9 1.5 0.9 1.7 2.7
Diagnostic 1.1 0.5 0.8 1.2 1.8 1.8
Extended Day 0.1 0.1 02 0.1 0.4 0.6
Chapter 1 0.8 0.0 0.6 0.0 2.0 0.0

NOTE: "Yes" indicates that the school has Chapter 1 services;
"No" indicates that it does not.

4 3
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Table A-17
Standard Errors for the Percent of Schools with Different Type of Staff,

by School Poverty Level

Part 1: Elementary Schools

Type of Staff Poverty Level
Low Medium Hi Total

Principals
Teachers
Counselors
Librarians
Other Prof.
Aides
Other Non-Instr.
Volunteers

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.4 1.4 1.5 0.7
1.3 1.0 13 0.8
1.6 1.3 2.1 0.7
1.3 0.7 0.7 0.6
13 1.3 1.4 0.8
1.1 1.1 13 0.7

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Type of Staff

Principals
Teachers
Counselors
Librarians
Other Prof.
Aides
Other Non-Instr.
Volunteers

Poverty Level
Low Medium

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.7 12 1.9 0.6
0.9 0.9 1.8 0.6
1.3 13 2.6 0.8
1.0 1.2 1.7 0.7
0.8 1.6 2.0 0.7
12 2.1 2.2 1.0

1 4
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Table A-18
Standard Errors for the Percent of Schools with Different Type of Staff,

by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

Part 1. Elementary Schools

Type of Staff Low Poverty High Poverty...bidiumPannx

Principals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Teachers 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Counselors 2.1 2.2 1.5 2.7 1.7 4.8
Librarians 1.8 1.8 1.1 2.6 1.6 5.1
Other Prof. 2.1 2.4 13 2.6 2.0 5.7
Aides 1.9 1.8 0.9 1.5 0.8 1.9
Other Non-Instr. 1.6 1.7 12 2.3 1.5 3.7
Volunteers 1.7 1.9 1.0 3.0 1.7 5.2

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Type of Staff Low Poverty_ Medium Poverty High Poverty

Principals 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Teachers 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Counselors 1.7 0.7 2.1 1.3 2.9 2.0
Librarians 1.6 12 1.4 1.1 2.3 2.9
Other Prof. 2.3 1.3 2.3 2.2 3.5 3.8
Aides 1.7 1.3 1.9 1.9 2.8 3.3
Other Non-Instr. 1.7 1.1 2.4 1.9 2.4 3.1
Volunteers 2.1 1.4 2.6 2.9 2.8 3.7

NOTE: "Yee indicates that the school has Chapter 1 services;
MNo indicates that it does not.

4
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Table A-19
Standard Errors for the Average Student-Staff Ratios, by School Poverty Level

Part I: Elementaty Schools

Type ovr"-M-r-----Leve

Teachers 0.2 0.1 0.3
All Staff 0.1 0.1 0.1

0.1
0.1

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

of tat overty
Medium I: ji hi Total

Teachers 0.1 0.1 0.3
All Staff 0.1 0.1 0.2

0.1
0.1

Table A-20
Standard Errors for the Average Student-Staff Ratios,

by Schoo! Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

Part 1. Elementary Schools

Program _Lowloyegy_ _Medium Poverty Total
Yes No Yes No Yes No

Teachers
All Staff

02 0.2 0.1 0.3 03
0.2 02 0.1 0.3 0.1

1.0
0.4

0.1
0.1

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Program Low Poverty Medium_Poverty High Poverty Total
YStLNS'ILMMIrjgllwMm_N.sr...._.111.._.__n::

Teachers
All Staff

0.3 0.2 0.2 02 0.3 0.5
02 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.4

0.1
0.1

NOTE: "Yes" indicates that the school has Chapter 1 serviceg
"No" indicates that it does not.

- 45 - f ;



Table A21
Standard Errors and Numbers of Cases for the Average Class Size,

Self-Contained Elementary School Classes Only,
by School Poverty Level

Poverty Level Standard Weighted Unweighted
Error Number Number

Low 02 224,660 2,993
Medium 0.1 240,154 3,501
High 02 172,222 29368

Table A-22
Standard Errors and Numbers of Cases for the Average Class Size,

Self-Contained Elementary School Classes Only,
by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

Poverty Level Standard
Error

Weighted
Number

Unweighted
Number

Low
Chapter 1 02 119,467 1,569
Non-Chapter 1 0.3 105,194 1,424

Medium
Chapter 1 0.2 185,786 2,700
Non-Chapter 1 0.3 54,367 801

High
Chapter 1 0.3 150,037 2,086
Non-Chapter 1 03 72,185 282

- 46 .-
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Table A-23
Standard Errors for the Percent of Elementary School Classes

that Are Self-Contained Classes,
by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

Poverty Level Type of School Total
Chapter 1 No

Chapter 1

Low 1.1 0.7 0.6
Medium 0.6 1.3 0.5
High 0.9 1.7 0.9

Table A-24
Standard Errors for the Percent of Teachers Receiving Special ray Bonuses,

by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

Poverty Level Type of School Total
ahWer"---7117

Chapter 1

Part 1: Elementary Schools

Low 0.1
Medium 0.1 0.1
High 0.7 0.6

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Low 0.2 0.1 0.1
Medium 02 0.1
High 0.8 0.6

Sample size of respondents too small to report.

1 LI
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Table A-25
Standard Errors for the Percent of Teachers Receiving Training,

by School Poverty Level and Chapter 1 Status

Poverty Level Type of School
-Irr ,7:fi *aTren rim

Chapter 1

Total

Part 1: Elementary Schools

Low 1.1 1.3 0.9
Medium 0.9 2.2 0.9
High 1.0 32 1.0

Part 2: Middle/Junior High/Senior High Schools

Low 1.3 0.6 0.6
Medium 1.1 1.0 0.6
High 1.5 1.8 1.2


